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-RESIDENCE AND THE DYNAMICS OF STATUS ATTAINMENT
" ' AS RELATED TO ASPIRATION FORMATION

. ;o el N

" L i \

o~ Abstract e
Bata from a statewide probatility sample of Louisiana higﬂ{school seniors
are utilized to wmssess the effects of significant-other influenc on-aspira-
tions. Two modes of peer influence are delineated - definer and model
influence - and contrasted with parental and teacher defined influence with- -
. in & causal model of aspiration formation. Residence contrdls are also
. employed and the dynamics of significant-other influence are gpalyzed acroas
five commmity of origin categories. The results indicate that peer modeling
igg;uence has, agngularly, the strongest effects on aspirations when cone
trasted to other forms of significant-other infiuence. The impact of peer
modeling behavior on aspirations was found to be significantly . greater in
rural than urban communities, witile an opposite residential trend was observ-
ed for parental influence. These results are interpreted in terms of the

structural character of peer~group influence and suggestions for additionalv
research are presented. . i
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Residence and the Dynamics of Status .
Attainment As Related to Aspiration’ Formation -
For more than two decades sociologists have intensively luvestigated the
relationship between community of orientation, career aspiration formation and .
atatua attainment, This research thrust received its initial impetus from
Lipset 8 analysis .of the Oakland Mobility Study data which revealed "signifi-

. iad

cant differences between the size of community in which the respondent spent

his most important pre-employment years and his later job career" (Lipseﬁ
1955: 221). People from rural social origins were found, in general; o'

occupy lower-status jobs., Prom“fhese data Lipset contended that the higher-

status mobility attainments of urban;ybuth were a result of higher—status,

i
aspiration levels eng%ndered by class and community environments (Lioset, . ’ ‘
. 1955: 226-227). ' o R . | ‘
i Through the years, a rather large body of research on the relationshi;'w f~ iw

N -

of residence and the mobility orientations emerged from Lipset's contentions

(e.g., see: ﬁnvleskx and Reynolds, 19ZQ§£ 19708, Glenn, Alston, weiper, 1970).

In several studies, the#orignial relationship between community of orienta-

tion and aspiration~-level have\persisted even whén limited controls Jor o
relevant variables were exerted (Youmans, 1956: Grigg and Middleton‘ 1960*

Burchinal 1961; Sewell and Orenstein, 1965; and valesky and Ohlendorf,

1968). However, it bas been noted that lower aspiration levels manifested ,

by rural youth are probably due. to a consistent subsample of rural males whe .
- -~

plan to enter farming as a future vocation. In studies where adequate con-
’ L ‘J

trols for .the "plan to farm" variable have been introduced, residence varia-

g ¥
tions in aspirations have failed to materlalize (Haller, 1957; Haller, 1960
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not to be oriented toward future farm occupations and controls for S.E.S. '

were -exerted, no repidence differences in aspirations have been noted (Midd1e~

ton and Grigz, 1959‘ Picou, Trgcy and Hernandez, 1970). Concerning social

E—

. mobility patterns Blau and Dwmcan (1967: 292) have roted that lower occupa~

<
. 1

tiondl attainmen;s of farm reared males is primarily attributable to lower

social origins.

L] " . . -

’ " and Haller and Sewell 1967). Furthermore, where respondents have been found 3 1
|
|
1

. |

iy . - 4

Thé studies noted above were primarily interested in ascertaining the |
Bad i
|

relationéhip between resfdence and sgbiration leuels. However, with the

v

J arr;vai of tHe Wisconsin model of status attaimment (Sewel}, Haller and

" Portes, 1969 Haller and Partes, 1973) the focus of research in this area .

kY
A

has shifted to a more th retical Qrientation. . The questions whié¢h now appear
_; . worthy of systematic empirical inquiry relates to: (1) potential residence

variations in the social psychblogical dynamics involved in aspiration forma-
{ < ) - Y .
tion for the prdcess of status attaimment; and (2) the role aspirations play

in impacting on subsequent career-attainments. Research concerning these
! . i |

. IR | .
issues is limited primarily to data on white male youth residing in the state |
; o _

i/“sg“ s )
of Wisconsin (Sewell, Haller and Portes, 1969; Sewell, Haller and Ohlendorf,

[ M L .
1970). In this study, we hope to provide information concerning the former

researchkouestion for a subsample of white male adolescents residing in the »ijt\

state of Louisiagpa.

i

The Dynamics of Status Attainment: The Wisconsin Model

’ 7 - W

The Wisconsin model originally was developed from a subsample of farm

i

residents living in the state of Wisconsin (Sewell, Haller and Portes, 1969), ’ |

In contrast to the Bisu-Duncan model (Blau and Duncan, 1967), which specifies{
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& basic one step transmissign process--parental status to achieve status--the

7

A .

wisqongin m;ael posits a thfee step transmission pfbcess.1 Parental status
and mental ability are assumed to influence schdol performance and, in turn,
all three impact upon significantuother encouragement to attend college.
Significant other influence effects the formation of occupational ‘and- educa-
tional aspirations, which have a substantial influence on early educational&

and occupational attainments. Thus; the Wisconsin model suggests quite con-
. v |
vincingly that career aspirations operate as intervening variables in the

-
status on achieved status. Additionally, the effects of parental status on

-

aspirations are mediated to some degree by thé.influénce of significant
' oL /

others. . \ .
. . — . "
In a later artigle from:the same data set, the applicability of this

e

model Wwas asaessed for four additfonal residence categories--village, small

i»

'ctf}, medium city, and large city (Sewell, Haller and Ohlendorf, 1970). The

results of this study indicate that the proposed model, with ‘sefveral minor
‘ - ‘ B

. modifications, is "appropriate" for interpreting the status attainment process

of young white males from a vé;ieéx_of?residential origi?s (Sewell, Haller

»and Ohlendorf 1970 1925). Although slight deviations were noted between . ot
residence groups, tbe "Wisconsin Model" was found to account for 40 percent‘ .

of the variance in, eanly cccupational attajnment and 57 percent of the Vari"g

ance in early educational attainment.!,Additionally, and more central to this .7

¥

, J ' - :
study, d4pproximately 31 to 39 percent of the variance in occupational aspira-

J

1For more detailed explications concerning these models, See: Sewell
and Hauser, 1972 and Haller and Portes, 1973.
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} %tions and 33 to §4 percent of the*vnriance in educational aspirations were —~
¢ “explained b& the variables antecedent to aspirations.
T The general objective ofwthis‘paper is a partial replication of the
; dynamics of the Wisconsin model atross residence categories for a subsample
- of white male adolescents”ré:idingbin the state of louisiana. Meeting this
objective appears to be particgiarly salient foz'social mobility research for .
. kY . .

Maeveral reasonf8. First, the fact that the Wisconsin model is restricted to
a sample ovaisconsin white nales limits generalizability (Sewell, 1972).

'Additional research“in ocher«xegiOnsuof the countrj, for various subpopulations
&
and across cultures is extremely limited and just beginning to emerge (Carter,

- ' 1972' Carter, Picou, Curry and Tracy, 1972). Second, although Sewell, Haller

and Ohlendorf (1970) state that the Wisconsin model 1is applicable for white

- males from different residence*groups, certain methodological problems temper

these eonclusionSs Schoenberg (1972) has pointed out that-standardized re- “

%ensitive to differences in standardized deviation

“f
ratios across populations thereby, limiting the,analysis conducted by Sewell

gressioa coefficients are

. Haller and Ohlendorf (1970) to within model comparisons of variable effects.

h]

Furthermore, due to ‘the large sample size, 1t was apparently impossible to

Ky
%

residence categories in the Wisconsin study:
From the available literature on residence aspirations and status

attainment it appears rather problematic to draw substantive conclusions.

%
From studies utilizxng aspirations as the dependent variable, we know little

about theory and something about the nature of ﬁesidential variations in

-

level of aspiration. From the pioneering nodel construct&on of Sewell and

——

his'associates, we know substantially more about the theoretical dynamics of

} " isolate statistically significant differences in variable effects across
. . Y .

ERIC . ©0007
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’ status attainment but still are limited regarding what can be said concerning _—
the potential influepces of residence on the causal linkages within the X

¢

J s
LS

i . ’f»~Wiaconsin model. T

A";‘ ..A Partial%Replication of the Wisconsin Model

. Our replication of the Wisconsin model is partial in several ways and
although these limitations have been noted elsewhere, a brief consideration

of them ie necessary.2 First, we have no data concerying early career achieve-~

.
ments. Second, we‘ﬁave no variable comparable to the ‘exogenous "mental

ability" variable utilized py’ Sewell Haller and Ohlendorf (1970). The first
limitation.restricts what can be said about stagps attainment per se; however,

and +Just as important "we _can evaluate the key social-psychdlogical procesaes

germain to che Wisconsin model we have relatively comparable data on academic
ﬂ ‘v
performance, significant-other influence and educational and occupationals
“ . I ,
* ‘1«t?’aspirations. Concerning the second limitation, we know that the omission of v o~

the mental ability variable should substantially‘reduce the explained vari-

ance for certain endogenous variables (e.g., academic performance) however,

B -

we feel that these regults will not seriously bias our findings since it has
e, - been shown in’numerous studiea that the correlation between mental ability .

[ 4 N
- and social status is rather, small (Duncan, Featherman and Duncan, 1968;
Duncan, Haller and Portes, 1968).
, ) v
The original development ofgfﬂé Wisconsin model and its extension to

- . !

various residential groups was carried out utilizing aggregate indices of B

- gocioeconomic status and significant-other influemce. Most recently Hauser

bt B o

2For wore information, See: Carter, Picou, Curry and Tracy, 1973,




(1972) has”denonetrated the advantages of disaggregating the components o6f -

these variables. In the model to be analyzed below, our indicators of socio-

aggregated forms ini?n attempt to expand our understanding of the dynamics

|
|
|
|
!
[ E economic status and significant other influence will be, presented in dis- o
|
l of eketus attainment processes. . ' -

Specifically concerning the variable s;gnificant-other irfluence, our »

. g i»
on aspirations. Althongh Sewell and his associates, in the development of
\\;\ . ‘ .
the Wisconsin model, utilized a variable almost identical to our "peer model-

1‘..qk ‘,:g v i .
ing", it dppears from his work that he would prefer a strafght-forward per- L
ceived encouragement variable similar to the one he has for parents and

teachers. The reason for this inferred preference is apparent in light of

“

'the tmost recent research fn significant other influence (Wozlfel and Hailer,
] s 4 I
1971 Woelfel, 1972). The@educationalaencouragemenc variables §eems to rep-'

»*

i ’ data allows a comparison of ghe effects of alternative modes of peer inf;ueﬂce Bs -

resent e'conceptualization of significant other influence in terms of -
"definer8"~(Wbe1fel and  Baller, 1971; Woelfel, 1972). * These variables appear

to measure that aspect of"eignificant other influence in which the signifi-

3

- . Ty
cant other funetions primarily to define suitable educational goals for the
- \a < - hd L

Y

respondent. .
. . " b, 4
On the other hand, the '"peer modeling" variable seems to rppresent a
different conceptualization in that it focuses primarily on the significant
4

u‘/ ‘\ 5 & .
other as a role model, rather than*as a definer. In-this case it 1s essen- .

tially irrelevant whether or not the significant other has actually formulated
, ' . p

is the active participant in that he 1s seen as attempting to model his

educational expectations for the respondent. In this instance, the Yespondent
!
behavior on that of the sighificant other. Thus, by utilizing the peer ‘
|
|
|
|
|
\

0009 u




. ’ ‘ -

" . modeling variable, the Wisconsin model implicitly assumes that, whereas parents

- and teachers exercise their influencé{, the respondent by defining’ educa-
. t b
e ’ tional goals for him, peer‘influence is exercised by roie modeligg behavior

-on the part of the respondent himself, Since we have measures of both types

of peet influence gariables (peer encouragement and peer modelfﬁg) in oyr

(3

datg.set we can make a preliminary assessment of this assumption. Figure 1

. . presents the caugal model which will be analyzed for Loaisiana youth by

-

residence categories. The structurdl equstions for the model can be specified

: 3 o
. employing path analytic notations where the direct effect of variable 3 on
3 . A 5
i i is expressed by Pij (Duncan, 1966): .o R
EE Bl MRV o RS L B ”

, | «

; ‘ ) “" : N
PmPyo + PoyU 4 PM o+ PLoX +Ppok)
v o

2 s ‘ .
;PTGG + PTVV + PTM# ?;BT§X\+ PT3E3 ‘ -

T »
, 4 v
- é . *
K= PG+ PV +‘pmu + P X + B E,
| ,.F:-PFG+p F+pmm+me+P E,
i : .
Y, )
. ‘E-PEPI:*P T+PEK-‘+P F+ P G+PEVL+BEMM+PEXX+PE636 ‘x
‘ . oy -
TI = PJPP + :JTT + PJKI\ + PJFF + P«{GG + PJVV + PJMM + PJK)\ + PJ7E7
where: H L
- T
“ Y'r T S F1s T e T Ty <0 ’ )
26 " 27" T36 T T3 T fue T Tur T tse T Ty
all remaining residuals relationships # 0. =
. . (Figure 1 about here)
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The“data'
o 7
A proportionate, atra;ified random ¢luster sample 6f Louisiana high’

S

school seniors wh\/selected. High- schools with11 the state were stratified

.on ﬁhe basis of resi ence (urban-rural), school type (public«paroehﬁal), race | -

J

(blackewhite), and size of sepior class (less than lﬂd 100 500, over 500)

All public and parochial schools in the state were included in the sampling

o
fraﬂe, regardlesdfof racial exclusiveness. Questioﬁhaires were admihistered -
. P B
~ to all qehiors presenrﬁthe day group inte:yiews were ‘scheduled.’ The data were

% - . ~ . - .
collected during the fall of 1970. The data analyzed are for;white male
Fam
students bith all data present. We have data on 1,241 white males. Five.

-

residence categories aré‘speoified for out anaiysis as control categories -,

rural-farm, rural-non»farm, village, small city and?large city.
&

° The exogenous vaﬁiable% ﬁ}ilized in this etudy are father/e”education,;v
ootheris education and farher's OCCupntioﬁ. fThey are operationalizedpas
follows: ; - g ~ o

- ZFarher's Edocation QN) - Detérmined by‘rhe following questioni: What d
was the highest school graiprfbﬁpleted by yoér father? .

0 - None 7 - Seventh Grade;" 14 - Some college »\:
1 - Pirst crade = 8 - Eighth Grade e 16 -.Baéhelors degtee
2 - Second Grgde -‘ 9:f Ninth Grade ‘ 17 - S&me”criggate;Schoolﬁ
3 - 'Third Grade lO~l lenth Grade, ' 18 - Mhstere Degree
"4 - Fourth Grade 11 -'éleventh Crade 20 - Doctors ﬁegrée“

. 5- Pifth Crede 12 - Twelfth Grade .
6 -~SIxéh Grade 13 -

Vocational-Technical o — -

o
.




o

>
~F

Mother's Education (M) - Operationalized identically as "Father's

. . Education.” h
'&‘7\"" 7~ —~— ‘ 7 o . ) '
',,5‘ ; Father's Occupation (X) - Détermined by assigning "Transform to NO%?

‘scale" prestige scores iDuncan, 1961: 263-275) to the occupatiqp, industry,
and class of wor ‘zr that the respondent indicated described tée job his

father held in November 197q/' 1if the father was unemployed or ‘deceased at’
the time of the study, the last job held by the respondent s father was ,
[ .. - i

w

coded.

"
- - e

.
o l
...

~ “

Five interventng variqbes were inconrorated ‘into the model presented

“here. They are: high school grade ‘point average parental educational

s

encouragement teacher's eduEatioual encouragement, peer 's educational encour-
P , »
agement, and peerrmodeling bshavior. These variables are operationalized as

=

. -

follows: | )

¥

- High School Grade Point Average (G) - Determined by the respondent 's -

[

report of grades received in an exhatgtive list”of»high school courses.

Additionally, actual grade point average was obtgined"from guidance counselors

for approximat~ly half the respondents. The zero-order correlation between

®. reported GPA and actual GPA is .773. Reported GPA uas'sglected as an in-
dicator of this varisble primarily because the loss of sample size wWas

L] -

4»ne¥ligible. A correction for measurement error has not been:made in this

paper because ue have not yet determined the proper measurement mcdel.

e -

ggrentpl Educational Encouragement (P) - Determined by the following

" ) S

question: In general, my parents have -- i

e
L]

1 -‘Strongly discouraged me from going to éollege
2 = Discouraged ne from going to college -

- ’ l 3 = Have not influenced me one way or the other conterning going to
college

0012 - ‘



L v B .

- a 4= Encouraged me'to go to college
S= Strongly encouraged ne to o todsollége

ot R Teacher B Educational Enceuragement (T) - Operationalized identically

»
-

,m s . as "Pa;ental Educftional Encouragement° ‘ .
3 % fJ‘ o Peer s*Educational Encouraggggnt (K) - operationalized identically as ) <
A 1! - "p;rental Educational Encouragement.™ 3 . : 1
. & J‘.a Peer Mbdeling (F) - Determined by the following queStion. Most of my
|

close friends are --

>

1 = Going to college ,
0 = Not.going to corlege, prot‘bly going to work

0 = Going into military service S

L

The two ultimate dependent variables in thispstudy are educational

aﬁﬂ occupational as?irations. They ‘are operationalized as follows°'
\:'.w
Edueational Aspiration (E) - vetermined by the following question.

X

How much education do you desire and will actively attempt to get?

0 - néne-.after high school 4 - Bachélors degree N
! - . 1 h~vocational - technical ) 6 - Maste;;adegree
& 2 - ‘some coftege . * 8 - Doctors degreem )
4 e occupational Aspiration (J) - Dete;;ined.from the following questioni
u i &ow we would likéﬁto‘know what job you desire and will attempt to attaip as’
- v ) - L -
g,w a lifetime job? Respooses werevcoded in the same mannerﬂac "Father's
f ; Occupation.” . o . e
i 8 S ’ ) ”
- Models are developed and ¢dntrasted for five residence categortes 5
T | 1) rural—farm° (2) rural non-farm; (3) village (less'than 2500 population);

. L e (6) emall cities (2,500 to,_100,000) and (5) large city (100,000 or more).

-~ >

l : Residence was ascertalned from an item on the questionnaire which asked the
-

r

|

0013 -
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respondents in what area had they spent most of their life? It should be
9! .

ﬁa;ed that these categories differ slightly from those utilized by Sewell,
Haller and Ohlendorf (1970) in thez; expansionfof the Wisconsin model. Our
residence disfinctions differentiate more between rural areas, while Sewell,
Ha%{gr and thendorf (1970} distinquished more fér urban areas. Specifically,
we treat sé;arately farm and non-farm categorles. In contrast Sewell, Haller

and Ohlendorf (1970) omly have one category noted as rural.“ However, we

‘incluae in our small city category both of Sewell,. Haller and Ohlendorffs

s

(1970) small and medium city distinctions.

Results

f”“"

i .

;he data analysis shall proceed in the following manner; first, means,
standard deviations and the gross variable interrelationships, in terms of
zero-order cdfrelatione, are presented for each resldenceLcategory and the

» . B
total sample in Table 1; second, path regression coefficients {unstandardized

f

betas)»for each cont;ol category are noted in Table 2; third, signi%icant
differences between the slopes of the unstandardized coefficients are pre-
sented‘by specific paths in Tables 3 and 4; finallx, the péth regression
coefficients were decomppsea‘into“direct and indirect effects ‘and these data
are presented in Table 5 (Finmey, 1972).

An sdditional comment is also necessary regarding the research strategy
utilized in this study. Whereas the objective in the development of the
Wisconsin model was one of deriving a scheme which depicted the general
process of status attainment, our interest in understanding the dynamics of
the status attainment process involves a more detailed consideration of

through what social mechanisms does each variable effect subsequent variables.

woia




, | . 7
In order to ascertain this objective, just id;ntified mddels are calculated *
for all control categories and paéhs are not eliminated either on a priori
theoretical grounds or on a Eggs;ééggg.empirical ba;is. As paths are elimin-

4

ated from models, the magnitude of any causal effect is underestimzted, assum-
ing all positive effec;ts. However,g in an effort not \\to eschew parsimony, it
should be'notgd that given that the theoretical relations posited in a moéel
are reasonably valid, unnecessary paths will be characterized by values
approaching ;ero. | -

A brief consideration of Table 1 indicates that the means and standard
deviations of the variahles are; in gq?eral, comparable across residence L

categories. As would be anticipated, mean differences do appear for back~

ground variables particularly, as one mdves from rural to urban categories

~for father's education (V) and father's occupation (X). Also along these

b L
lines, the standard deviation is somewhat smaller for the variable, father's

occupation (X), in the rural-farm category, The mean educational and occupa-
» ) ‘jx._.

¥

also slightly higher than that of the respondents in the rural categories.

! S
tional aspiration level for the respondents. in urban contro

The most acute differences in the means of these variables is apparent when
the rural-non-farm respondents are contrasted with large city respondents.
These results concur with tiends noted in previous studies primarily interested

in isolating residential wvariations in aspirationms.

(Table 1 about here)

Concerning the zero-order correlations presented im Table 1, ong apparent
finding relates to the two alternative modes of peer significant-other in-

fluence. For all control categories, stronger correlatiodns were observed

001 -

L3



between the peer mod ling variable (F) and the two dependedt variables than

iL ‘ , ‘
This”general relationship is clarified by the resuiks of the path . .

s regression analysis pres nted in Table 2. Peer moleling (F) waa found to have
8T :
, o, § \

significant digect effects on both dependent variables ¥or all control cate-
gories, whereas, peer encouragement (K) only’ﬁanifcsted significant effects

. v -~ ¢ . .
. B (V] . . =
on‘both dependént:yariables»in the large city category. Further,”?eer ) R

encouragement was found to exert a significant direct effect on eduéﬁrional -

aﬂpirati?ns for the total sample. These findings strongly suggest fhat the

w

the friend s enébu ement variable (K). A V Ao - |
|
|
|
T
|
\
|

mechanism whereby peers influence the educational and occupational aspirations
LA )
of youth is largely through role modeling beHavior.
i ;
!

An additiomal point of interest concerning peer signifieﬁpt other f%fluf i
ence relates to the fact that peer modeling appears to man#%est influence

= more on occupational aspiratdwns. Thus, a students' association with peers

@
who plan to attend college not only significantly effects his college agpira-

tions, but also apparently substantially impacts on occupatinnal aspirations.

. Fel e (Table 2 about here)

. In viewing the path regression coefficients in Table 2, it should be -

noted that our primary interest is comparing variable effects across resi-
i =
dence categories.<1Accordingly, in contrasting unstandardized effects acroess

g

residence categories, little canwbe said with regard tc withie model effects.
Furthermore, the fact that each residence category is characterized by difi/w_;v”

ferent sample sizes is important for interpretating ''statistically significant”
b : . )

-
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differences. Since "statistical sigﬁificance" is Qénsitive to sample size,
ourkinterpretations will attempt to concehtrate on est;mations of@"subs;an-
tiye"vsignificanté;' For illustrativgzpurposes aliﬁ?statisticaliy significant"
coefficients are noted by an asterisk. ’

The céefficients of determination for our models are quité similar to
those obtained in the Wiscgnsin wmodel for educational aspirations. Hoéwever,

-

we do have substantially largey residuals faor occupational aspirations. The

. .
effects of the socioeconomic status variables on subsequent endogenous variables

are rather weak. In an éftempt to isolate differences between residence models

an analysis of covariance was conducted (Carter, Picou, Curry and Tracy, 1973).
Table 3 reveals that significant t-values ‘obtained for four paths —- PTG:‘_
Pog® Pppt and PEF’, An interpretation of these differences can be made from
Table 4 which presents both standardized and unstandardieed coefficients for

each path by residence groﬁﬁ.
: : (Tab;e 3 about here)

Grade point average (G) was found to have differential effects, bg

residence, on both perceived teacher expectations (T) and peer modeling (F).

The patterns for both of these paths are rather mixed. Crade point average

(G) has a more substantial effect on teacher expectations for rural-farm respon-
dents than in any other residence category. In both the rural non-farm and y}l-
laié categories grade point average {G) 1ie negligible in effecting teacﬁer ex-
pectations, while larger coefficients obtain for small-city and large city
reSpondents; For the effect of grade point averaée (G) on peer modeling (F),
small coefficien;s obtained in the rural farm and village categories. In

the rural non-farm category the strongest effect of this path was found.

<
T

3For more information see Appendix A.

3 -




o - (Table 4 sbout here)

-
Y

.
-

In contrast to the rather mixed pattern of grade point average effects

{
noted above, the significant differences noted for perceived parental encour-

. in rather consistent directions. Parent's encouragement (P) has consistent
and substantially stronger effects on aspirations as one moves from rural to\
qﬁrban along the tesidencewéontinuum. Parental encouragement has a consider-
abi& greater impact’on aspirations for urban than rural youth. In contrast,

&
the influence of peer modeling behavior is greater on aspirations of rural

i

|

|

|

|

| |

| |
4 —rNS i

! agement (P} and peer modeling (F) on educaticnal aspirations (E) tend to be

F

‘ i

youth and steadily decreases as one moves along the residence continuum to
the urban categories. These findings suggest that the dynamics of inter-
peésonal‘influence vary by residénce. . » |

What appears to be happening is that urban youth receive considerably

more influence from parents than do rural youth for the formation of educa-

.
tional aspirationsz The variation in influence of peer modeling is not as

l
1
drastic® as the yariation in parental encouragement. Urban youth appear to
utilize parental encouragement and peer modeling; however, rural you;h,
particularly rural farm l‘ﬁfh’ receive little or no impact from parental
encouragement for the fogmation of educational aspirations. One explanation, 1
admittedly speculative, for those trends is that parental-child relations
in r&;al areas is inconsistent with dominant cultural values. That is,
rural youth ate oriented toward an "off the farm" future because of the

limited career opportunities in rural areas and the steady decline in farming

" ' " as a viable vocational option.  Rural parents therefore, are in a rather

limited position with regard to influencing their offspring. This pattern ' ‘
|
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does not necessarily characterize urban parént-child relations. On the other

Y
e

_hand, ‘peer behavior is a more significant variable for the rural farm youth
because of the consistency of the "off the farm" orientation.
Turning to Ta%leﬁs, one finds that,the total effect of‘father's education
(ﬁ) on edu;ational aspirafions is similar €6§ all residence ca;egdiies except
the rural non-farm youth. For rural-farm and rural-non-farm responéenbs

virtually zll Jf the total effect of father's education ié.mediated by inter-

vening variables. 'On the other hand, for large city and village respondents,

. 3 -
only approximately 30 percent of the total effect was ahgorbéjﬂby inteyvening -

variables. For the remaining residence category, small city, approximately

one-half of the total effect of father's educational aspirations was'fougd to

be indirect.

&

The total effect of father's education on occupational aspirations was

; found to vary considdrably across residence categories, ranging from .514

for village youth to .016 for rural non-farm respondents. The intervening
variables, primarily significarit-other influence,&were found to mediate most
of the effects of father's education on occupational aspirations for al{
residence groups,-except village youth. For this group, over 8Q percent of
the total effect was fbund to be non-direéf.
The effects of mother's education on educational and occupational aspira-

't{oqs were found to exhibit mixed patt;rns (Table ?). The total effects for
this variable were largest for occupatibnal aspirationé of rural-non-farm

and farmryouth. Most of the total effec& across residence groups was direct
for rural farm youth, while indi;ect‘for all other categories. A rather mixed
pattern was also observed for the mediation of t%e effects of mother's educa-

tion on educational aspiratioqs. The total effects of this relationship were

‘\()019
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found to be primarily‘directvor spurious for small city and rural farm

youth..

(Table 5 about here) | .

For all residence categories, the relationships observed between father's
_pccupation and ochpationg} aspirations were direct. The total effects of

" father's occupatiqn on educational aspirations were in contrast, weak, bué‘
) .
still primarily %irect, except in the laége and small city groups. Of all
the exogenous va;iables, the effect of fathe;'s occupation were found to be
absorbed the least by the intervening variables tnciuﬁed in thevanalysis.

L .

‘J‘The total effects of grade point average were found to be stronger inwalf
cases for occupq;ionaln;Spifations. Furthermore}’ the effect of grade point
average on both déﬁendent variables w;s primariiy‘directt ;he diréc;‘effects
of grade point-average ogieducational aspirations tended to be larger for

rural youth, with the exception of the rural farm category.

o ) ! g
Summary and Conclusions ' . ® |

In this study, an attempt has been made to investigate the dynamics of

m

status attainment,~relating to aspiration formation, for a subsample of
> [}

-

southern white male youth from five residence groups. A causal model was
iﬁtroduced, with limitations, and path regressiq? coefficients were calculated‘

for this model fox each residence category. Initially, two findings appear f

to be particularly shlient for status attainment research. First, our

3 *
findings tend to indicate that very little variation in variable- effects:
were found for the model acrcss all residence catepories. Actually, only

(oﬁf'paths in the model were found to manifest differential effects by

0020
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- obtained by Sewell, Haller and Ohlendorf (1970) fér their sample of Wisconsin

. ggsiding in the deep Scuth.

8 B . , ) - .

~

regidence (PTéz PP This finding tends td support the results’

Prcd Ppt Pgp)-
white males even when additional analyses were, conducted spaﬂﬁfically to

isolate such variations. Thus it appears thae the dynamics of the Wisconsin

model; at least up to the aspiration stage, age‘consistent for white males

.

v

¢

Second our analysis has provided hnterestingresults concerning the . R

nature and impact of peer influence on aspirations. Peers appear to function\\}

more as role models for youth, rather than definers for behavior. For the

v v

calculations of models within every residence category, the péer ﬂodeling

%

(F) varisble was found to be afbetter predictor of aspirations than the
"frfgnd's encouragement” variable (K). Once again, these findings suggest
that the dynamics of status atts!nment,. as depicted by the Wisconsin ~odel,
appears to be accurate. The Wisconsin model, in terms of the operationaliza—
tion of significant-other intluence, posits that parents»and teachers operate
primarily as definers for future career behaVior, wbereas peers operate as
ﬂndels (H;user, 1972; Sewell and Hauser, 1972). This a priori theoretical
assumptioﬁ certainly appears justified in "light of our empirical results.

Another question worthy of inquiry concerning significant-other influ-

.ence relates to comparative influence of the components. of this variable on

aspirations. The influence of pger modeling (K) and parents (P) appears to
be stronger within all residence groups than the influence of teachers (T) and

friend' 8- encouragement (K). For the Wisconsin model, Sewell and Hauser
3

(1972: 857) note that the influence ‘of parents and peers are "about equal
and approximately twice that of teachers. Table 6 presents the path coef-

ficients in standardized form for each component of significant-other influ-

, %
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ence on aspirations. Our results indicate that for eduoational aspirations

(E), peer modeling (F) is a stronger pégg;ctor than parents encouragement (P).
Teacher encouragement is an extremely weak predictor of both educational ond
occupational aspirations, while friends encouragement (X) did manifest &ngl'

appreciable effect on career aspirations for large city respondents.

- o v

(Table 6 about here)

Other studies h;ve presented rather mixed findings regarding the relative
influence of parents and peers on adolescents' educational aspirétioas. for
example, McDill and Coleman (1965) and Herriott (1963) oonclude that peer
influence is stronger for educational goals than parental inﬁhuence. On the
other hand, Simpson (1962) and Kandel and lesser (1969) xeport findings that
suggest that parents have more influence than peers for the formation of
educat;onal goals. Our findings may shed some light on this cgntroversy, as
these ofudies employed various measures of peer influence, some being quite
ijndirect. When peers are viewed via alternative modes Of significant-other
influence, our results suggest differential impacts on educational aspira-
tions. When constrasted in the role of oefiners, parental encouragement
appéars to be shbstantially stronger than peer encouragement. That .is to say,
it éppears that parents have more influence on educational asplrations than
peers in terms of perceptions of actual encouragement to attend college.
However , youth who have friends that plan to 8o to oollege tend to be in-

fluenced strongly by the model of future educational plans presented by their

-

peers. The existing controversy in the literature appears to have overlooked
the mode of influence of peers. From our findings and those of Sewell and

his associates, we suggest that peers exert influence on adolescent's educa-

0022
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tional goals primerily as models for behavior and that p?fents influence

. . A TT—
primarily through engouraging or defining appropriate edugational attaigpent

i

levels for the future. : = . .
. §

3

With regard to the signific ‘

. .
t differences found in the covariance analy-

sis, it appears that possibly these variations could have obtained by chance
alone. Taking into consideration the fact that thirty-five patﬁs were cal&u—

-

lated for each model, the fact that only four were found to diff?r across
residence reveals that the models were very*comparable. The éifferences
isolated fo? PTc and PFG revealed no specific patterns except for the fact
éhat grade point average had very weak effects on teacher encouragement for
rural non~farm and village youth and that grade point average manifested
weak effects on the peer modeling variable for rural farm, village and small
city youth. ‘
Concerniﬁg the patterns observed for the effects of parents’ eﬁsouxage-
ment and peer modeling on e ucatioral aspirations, it aipeérs as though peers,
as models, have more influence on the formation of the educétional goals of
youth than parents functioning as definers. Particularly, the weak impact
of parents' encourdgemé;t on the educational aspir;;;;ns of rural farm youth,
coupled with the much stronger effects of peer modeling for this same contrel
category, suggests that signifibant~other influence may be -opérating in a
dif;erent manner for studénts who resfde‘on farms. Further inquir& should
attempt to explore, in more detail, the implications of this finding.
Finally, as the decomposition of variable effects suggest, many effects
of the exogenous variables appear to be direct, despite‘fhe in;érvening vari-

ables incorporated in this study. Additionally, our results also reyeal;

similar to the Wisconsin model, that giadé point average manifests direct

Y v
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flyence vgriéble. These findings tend to agree with recent dhalyses per-
formed on the Wisconsin data set (Hauser, 1972; Sewell and. Hauser, 1972) and
indicate that future studies, while trying to x;:inimizg and decrease error

|
* v *'_w .
effects on aspirations which are not mediated by the significant other in-
i
measurement, should attempt to incorporate fadditibna:’!, intervenihg variables i
|
|

, . N
~which may absorb the direct effects of predictor vaxiables.
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TABLE 23

[

Interccepta by Residcfice Croups oand Total Sample -

L
Puth‘ﬂ@%ression Cocfficicnts, Hultinle Corrclations ahd

L ‘
Rosidence Cotego¥y

and Uependgnt

encoursgement

Varisbles v M x c P T x r a r?
Rurzi-Pars -
(4 .029 -.017 009 1,79 .048
A .017 %025  .004& . 405% - .39 1)
T .013  .00% .002 . .405% 2,57 -131
'Y F® * .,008 .03 .004 -.253 2.84 055
Y ¥ ».035% 017,005 .0SS ~,397 184
. ‘ .027 . .12z3  ,053  ,762% .05 .000 . .260 2.45% -$,97 .461
R | -.207  .642  .438% 2.35 664 1.07 -.83% 11.43% 23,79 527
kural-Noa~Faras .. .
[ .027 ~,050 =-.002 1.76 .079
4 .036 ,076% -.007 ,051 3.08  .209
4 .033- ,057 ~-.002 -.025 3.00 .081
4 ~.003 .087% -,005 -.Q84 3.28  .056
Y ) L031% 011,003 292+ g . -.832  .3712
£ - . ~.0217 .048  ,042% 1,36% .3}6 -.186 175 1.43* -5.51  .438
3  =+55S  .099  .303% 2.21 -1.£2 2.04 .511 12.61*% 34 59  .306
Villeygs f
¢ L0355 ,011  ,004 1.84  .Q51
? . .026 ,017 -,005 _ ,027 . 3.97 <,849
T -.029 ,024 -,004 053 R 4,35  .019
K y - =.048 =-.015 004  ,156 T, WP 048
4 ? .000 .034* ,006 .016 - “=.0%9  .103
% .107  .049  ,027 1,05% ,4%2 -,068 ,051 1.51* -5,33 380
J 462 ~,194 597+ 3.56% 957 2,53 ,762  4.81* 11.93 392
Small City . . o )
' ¢ % .014 ,021 . ,003° 1.99 .038
B L029% ,031% 007+ ,1h4% 2.79 120
T 5 .030% ,016 ,006  .193% 2.70 .08s
[ 4 } .032% -,002 .60 .107 3.04 .03l
4 » .016% ,011 ,002 .088* .041 .00
> 069% ,0972*% 007 ° .978% ,664* 161 170 1.41% -6.15 4o
3 L.022 <,1600 “.269% 3,55% 2,59« 1,72 103  4,04% 24,22 ,i2i
Large City
¢ .001  ,0)9  ,006% . 1.84 .027
? .018  .035¢« 007 L3474 2.38 .158
T \-.003 0624  ,009% 281+ 2.57 .084
4 .020 ,018 ,006 .228% 2.31 .078
r .023% ,001 ,004 .13+ ~.175  .130
H L104% «,031  .010  ,76%% ,669% -.066 .515% , .945% -4.75 .38
J -.106 .032 .268% 3.17% 1,60 -.163 1.71+%s_ ses 31.24 .216
Total
[ JO015%  .018% ,0D4* . s 1.91 .038
? J028% ,032% ,006% .198% 2.68 .120
T - L0113  ,021* _006% ,195% .- 2,78 .056
X ; L0111  .011  ,003  ,131% 3.02 .024
r / .022%  ,011% ,004% 114 -.199  .137
z L079% _0A8% _019%* ,955% ,510% ~,012 ,229% 1,.48% -5,37 .411
J -.028 -.002 ,326% 3.36% 1.31* 898 ,630 6,28% 25,62 .192
Varisbles are: V = Pather's educetion T ¢ Tescher's educational ecncouragenent
' . N = Mother's education K = Friends' educational cncouragement
X « Pather's oc: ,ation ¥ = Peer Modeling
G = Crade point avérage E » Educational aspiration
P = Psrent's educational J = Occupastional aspiraticon
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TABLE 3: giandardized Regressién Coefficients of

Covariance Analysis and T-Values for . w
Residence as Categoric Variable* -
path Residence Regression Coefficient T-Value
Category N
T
PTG Rl ’ ".303 "2.07
PFG Ry . 414 e 2.?5 ’
PEP ‘ R3 ) ) 0696 w ) 2053‘
Pep R4 .665 2.47
PEF R3 . . ‘0185 ' -2009
PEF RA -.248 “2.95
*0nly Significant T-Values Reported , %
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TABLE 4: Standardized and Uus{aﬁdarﬁxaed Regression Coe{ficients
By Residenc® Groups for Signxizcant Residential Differcnces

. Between Yaths Obtained in Covariance Anadlysis
!
Residénce Category A
Path Rural-Faim |Rural-Non-Farm! Village Small City Large City,
8 b B b | B b B. b 8 b
PTGV .331 (435 -.,022 ~-,025 ;.047 ,053 147  ,193 .218 281
Peg  +077 .055 411,292 [.027 .016 |.131 .088 |.204 .137
Pep .015 ‘.052 .112 .338 |.132 .422 .213 ,664 .232 .669!
Py <444 2045 | 274 1,43 |.277 1.51 1.243 1.41 L1725 L9458
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. A statistical comparison of all coefficients across resldence groups was
conducted. A form of covariance analysis was utilized. The covariance

model takes the following form: .

“« -

Y“- f(xl’ xza x3) x‘}’ XS’ Dy DXI, sz, DX3, DX R st)i

where:

- -

¥ = predicted dependent variagie(s) (aspiratiéns)

’ Xl = first predigtgr iariahle -

X, = Xg = second to fifth predictor variables *
D = dummy vafiab%e, i.e.3 residence . ] -

‘vDXi - ptqdﬁct of X1 and dummy variable and each ghservation

a4 DXz'- DXS = préaucts~of predictors and dummy variable for each
observation, etc. "

The model ‘was run as a regression model. If the regression slope associated
< with the dummy variable is sigmificant, the-intercepts between residence

groups differ when Y is regressed on Xl, X,, etc. for each group. If the

slope assoclated with either of the producg terms is significant, then the
slopes differ.between Y and the associated X when Y is regressed on Xl and
X, separately for categories represented by the dutmy variable, i.e.
résidence. Tables will be supplied upon request. For more information SEE:
Evans W. Curry, "A Theoretical Model of Anticipatory Success: * An Empirical
Evaluation" (unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, LSU, August, 1973).
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